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PLAN CONFORI'1ANCE,/NEPA COI.IPLIANCE RECORD

BLI'I of f i ce: sevier River Resource Area , Ri chf ie l d Distrr. ct
Case File No,: UI-A56-2P
Proposed Action Titie\Type:
Location of Propose Action:

f"lodification of Plan of Dperations
T. 23 S.. R. 1 t^J.: T. 

"2 
5.. R. 1 t^1.

SLN
Discription of the Proposed Action: Distrose of re j ect qyosurn

waIl board on unpatented rnininq claim located on public land

Applicant (If Any) : Georqia-Pacific Corporation

PART r: PLAN coNFoRl'lANcE REvrEw. Thjs proposed action is subject
to the following land use plan:
Narne of PLan: l"lountain Val ley NFp
Date Aooroved: 1981

The proposed action has been reviewed for conformance with this
olan (43 CFR 1614.5. BLll MS LbL7.3\.

l'1 ichael Jackson

Rernarks:
plan.

Narne(s) of Reviewer(s)

This action is in conformance with the existino land use
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PART II NEPA REVIEW.

A. Categorical exclusion review. Not applicable.

B. Existing EA\EIS review. This proposed action is addressed in
the following existing BLM EA\EIS:

Name of Document: UT-O5O-81-42, Environrnental Assessrnent.
Georgia-Pacific Corporation, 38@9 PIan ol
Operations, UT-OS5-ZP

Date Approved : l'larch 30. L981

This EA\EiS has been reviewed against the following criteria to
deterrnine if it covers the proposed action:
The proposed action is a feature of, or essentially the sarne dsr
the alternative selected and analyzed in the existing docurnent.
A reasonabl.e range of aI ternatives Nas anal yzed in the existing
documen t .
There has been no significant change in circurnstances or
significant new information gerrnane to the proposed action.
The rnethodoiogy\anaIyti.caI approach previouEly used is appropriate
for the proposed action.
The direct and indirect impacts of the Droposed action are not
significantlv different than those identified in the existing
docurnen t .

The proposed action would not change the previously analysis of



7.
curnu l ative irnpacts .
Public involvernent in the previous
coverage for the proposed action.

analysis provides appropriate

I'tichaet Jackson W
Surnarne(s) of Reviewers(s)

Remarks: See attached Optional EA

C. FONSI: I have reviewed this environrnental assessrnent and tiered
documents including the explanation and resolution of anypotential ly signif icant environrnental irnpacts. I have determined
that the proposed action with the mitigation rneasures described
will not have any significant imtracts on the hurnan environrnent and
that an EIS is not required.

Remarks: See mitigating .neasures in optional EA.

rrr. DEcrsroN: It is my decision to implern€lnt the project, as
descri bed , wi th the mi tigation rfleasures.

7-z-7d
a Manager, Sevier River Resource Area

Manager, River Resource Area


